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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 
1. Applicant's election without traverse of Invention I (claims 1-15) in the reply filed 
on 15 August 2007 is acknowledged. 



Specification 

2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because in line 2 the word -a- 
should be removed from the phrase "travel information from a several consumers". 
Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

As per claim 2, the limitation "said database books" as recited is vague and 
indefinite. It is unclear to the Examiner how a database can book a travel package. For 
the purpose of examination, the Examiner will interpret the limitation to be "said 
database processor books". 
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As per claims 2 and 3, the limitation "said multiple groups" as recited is vague 
and indefinite. There is lack of antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6 . Claims 1 and 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Walker et al [US 2003/0064788] in view of Gottfurcht [US 6,61 1 ,881]. 

As per claims 1, 7 and 9, Walker et al discloses a travel arrangement system for 

a plurality of consumers comprising: a database storing information regarding a set of 

groups comprising the plurality of consumers having at least one common consumer 

preference parameter per group [0166; see Fig. 8B and descriptions thereof]; a 

database processor generating said database as a function of a plurality of consumer 

preference parameters comprising said at least one common consumer preference 

parameter [0142]. Walker et al does not explicitly disclose a travel agent negotiating a 

discount rate from a travel service provider for one of said set of groups. However, 

Walker et al disclose that the group may negotiate a discount [0127-0129]. Furthermore, 

Gottfurcht discloses an engine that determines that one or more members belong to a 

group with common parameters and that this information [members belong to a group] 

is used to provide a group discount to the travel agent or airline websites [col 24, lines 
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49-62]. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the invention of Walker et al to include the method 
disclosed by Gottfurcht to locate bulk discounts for groups [col 3, lines 51-56]. 

As per claim 8, further comprising: soliciting said travel information from said 
plurality of consumers. 



7. Claims 2 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Walker et al [US 2003/0064788] in view of Gottfurcht [US 6,611,881] as applied to 
claim 1 above, and further in view of Schiff et al [US 2002/0082877]. 

As per claims 2 and 10, Walker et al does not disclose wherein said database 
processor determines a lowest cost travel service from a plurality of travel service 
providers and wherein said database books at least one of said multiple groups of the 
plurality of consumers into a travel package. However, Schiff et al discloses finding a 
lowest travel service from a plurality of travel suppliers and booking the travel package 
[01 00; 01 1 3]. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the invention of Walker et al to include the method 
disclosed by Schiff et al to provide customers with services that meets their preferences 
[abstract]. 

8. Claims 3, 4, 11-13, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Walker et al [US 2003/0064788] in view of Gottfurcht [US 6,611,881] 
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as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Schiff et al [US 2002/0082877] and 
Walker et al [US 2006/0241 966]. 

As per claims 3, 4, 11-13, and 15, Walker et al does not disclose wherein at 
least one of said multiple groups of the plurality of consumers is booked into a travel 
package. However, Schiff et al discloses booking travelers into a travel package [0100; 
0113]. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the invention of Walker et al to include the method 
disclosed by Schiff et al to provide customers with services that meets their preferences 
[abstract]. Walker et al does not further disclose wherein said database processor 
substitutes an alternate service for at least a portion of a cost saving generated from 
group booking through a travel service provider. However, Walker et al ['966] discloses 
providing a discount for a product and instead of giving the discount in cash offering a 
free item (i.e., alternative item). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the invention of Walker et al 
to include the method disclosed by Walker et al [*966] to encourage the purchase of 
profitable items and influence the transaction [0018]. Walker et al ['966] does not 
explicitly disclose wherein said alternate service comprises SCUBA related activities or 
equipment. However, the difference between an alternate service and the alternate 
service comprising SCUBA related activities or equipment is only found in the non- 
functional descriptive subjective interpretation of the claim. 
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9. Claims 5, 6, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Walker et al [US 2003/0064788] in view of Gottfurcht [US 6,61 1 ,881], Schiff et al 
[US 2002/0082877] and Walker et al [US 2006/0241966], as applied to claim 4 above, 
and further in view of Hager et al [US 2004/0225578]. 

As per claims 5 and 14, Walker et al does not disclose wherein said database 
processor receives SCUBA certification and consumer requirement information for said 
SCUBA related activities and stores said SCUBA certification and consumer 
requirement information in said database, wherein said database processor generates 
at least one individualized shopping list of needed SCUBA gear for one or more 
members of said at least one of said multiple groups of the plurality of consumers. 
However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in the industry 
to store certification and consumer requirements in databases. The fact the information 
is SCUBA related in non-functional descriptive. The system would operate the same 
regardless of the stored information. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the invention of Walker et al 
to include storing SCUBA information because the subjective interpretation of the data 
does not patentably distinguish the claimed invention. Furthermore, Hager et al 
discloses generating a list of needed items for a consumer [0031]. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
the invention of Walker et al to include the method disclosed by Hager to facilitate 
planning. 
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As per claim 6, Walker et al does not disclose wherein said individualized 
shopping list is filled out automatically as a function of said consumer requirement 
information. However, Hager et al discloses generating a shopping list based on 
consumer requirements [0031]. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the invention of Walker et al 
to include the method disclosed by Hager et al to aid in planning. 

Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested that the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of 
the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shannon S. Saliard whose telephone number is 571- 
272-5587. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00 am - 4:30 
pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Hayes can be reached on 571-272-6708. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Please address mail to be delivered by the United States Postal Service (USPS) 
as follows: 



Hand delivered responses should be brought to the Customer Service Window, 
Randolph Building, 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 



Washington, D.C. 20231 



Or faxed to: 



(571) 273-5587 [Informal/ Draft Communications, labeled 

"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"] 




Shannon S Saliard 

Examiner 

Art Unit 3628 



